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DETAILED ACTION 



Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement filed on August 12, 2005 has been received 
and the references listed thereon have been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 8-13 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Moser, pn 6,308,420 (hereafter Moser '420). 

Regarding claims 1 , 2 and 8-12, Moser '420 discloses a tool with every structural 
limitation of the claimed invention including: 
a handle (e.g., 12); 
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an implement (e.g., 14) pivotally coupled to the handle, the implement adapted to 
travel between a closed position and an open position and having a tang with a 
contoured surface (e.g., 47); and 

. a spring arm (e.g., 50) having a first end coupled to the handle and a second end 
adapted to interact with the implement; 

wherein the spring arm both exerts an opening force on the implement during at 
least a portion of the travel of the implement between the closed position and the open 
position and locks the implement into the open position; 

[claim 2] wherein the spring arm exerts the opening force on the implement via 
contact between the second end and the contoured surface; 

[claim 8] wherein the spring arm exerts a closing force on the implement when 
the implement is in the closed position and the opening force on the implement when 
the implement is rotated several degrees away from the closed position; 

[claim 9] wherein the spring arm exerts the opening force on the implement when 
the implement is in the open position; 

[claim 10 (from 9)] wherein the implement is a blade; 

[claim 1 1] wherein the spring arm is in a plane defined by the implement (e.g., a 
plane of the contoured surface 47 of the implement); 

[claim 12] wherein the implement is a knife blade. 

Regarding claims 13 and 17, Moser '420 discloses a knife with every structural 
limitation of the claimed invention including: 
a handle (e.g., 12); 
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a blade (e.g., 14) pivotally coupled to the handle, the blade having a closed 
position and an open position and having a tang with a contoured surface (e.g., 47); and 

a spring (e.g., 50) located in a plane defined by the blade (e.g., a plane of the 
contoured surface 47 of the blade), the spring having a proximal end coupled to the 
handle and a distal end adapted to exert a force on the blade via contact with the 
contoured surface; 

[claim 17] wherein the spring exerts a closing force on the blade when the blade 
is in a first position and the spring exerts an opening force on the blade when the blade 
is in a second position; 

5. Claims 1 -5, 7-1 5, 1 7 and 1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Seber et al., pn 5,765,247. 

Regarding claims 1-5 and 7-12, Seber et al. discloses a tool with every structural 
limitation of the claimed invention including: 

a handle (e.g., including 28); 

an implement (e.g., 48) pivotally coupled to the handle, the implement adapted to 
travel between a closed position and an open position and having a tang (e.g., 46) with 
a contoured surface (e.g., including 52, 54, 56); and 

a spring arm (e.g., 58) having a first end coupled to the handle (e.g., at 60) and a 
second end (e.g., 62) adapted to interact with the implement; 

wherein the spring arm both exerts an opening force on the implement during at 
least a portion of the travel of the implement between the closed position and the open 
position and locks the implement into the open position; 
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[claim 2] wherein the spring arm exerts the opening force on the implement via. 
contact between the second end and the contoured surface; 

[claim 3] wherein the spring arm locks the implement into the open position via 
engagement with a portion (e.g., 62) of the contoured surface; 

[claim 4 (from 3)] wherein the spring arm must be manually disengaged (e.g., by 
pressure on 66) from the portion of the contoured surface prior to rotation of the 
implement into the closed position; 

[claim 5 (from 4)] further comprising an unlocking mechanism (e.g., 66) 
configured to disengage the spring arm from the contoured surface; 

[claim 7] further comprising a leaf spring (e.g., 64) coupled to the handle (e.g., 
coupled at 66), the leaf spring adapted to bias the spring arm into a position locking the 
implement into the open position; 

[claim 8] wherein the spring arm exerts a closing force on the implement when 
the implement is in the closed position and the opening force on the implement when 
the implement is rotated several degrees away from the closed position; 

[claim 9] wherein the spring arm exerts the opening force on the implement when 
the implement is in the open position; 

[claim 10 (from 9)] wherein the implement is a blade (e.g., 32); 

[claim 1 1] wherein the spring arm is in a plane defined by the implement; 

[claim 12] wherein the implement is a knife blade (e.g., 32). 



Application/Control Number: 10/530,958 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3724 

Regarding claims 13-15, 17 and 18, Seber et al. discloses a knife with every 
structural limitation of the claimed invention including: 
a handle (e.g., 28); 

a blade (e.g., 32) pivotally coupled to the handle, the blade having a closed 
position and an open position and having a tang (e.g., 46) with a contoured surface 
(e.g., including 52, 54, 56); and 

a spring (e.g., 58) located in a plane defined by the blade, the spring having a 
proximal end coupled to the handle (e.g., the spring 58 consisting of two ends, with the 
first end including coupling to the handle via 60) and a distal end (e.g., 62) adapted to 
exert a force on the blade via contact with the contoured surface; 

[claim 14] wherein the spring locks the blade in the open position; 

[claim 15 (from 14)] further comprising an unlocking mechanism (e.g., 66) 
configured to release the blade from the open position; 

[claim 17] wherein the spring exerts a closing force on the blade when the blade 
is in a first position and the spring exerts an opening force on the blade when the blade 
is in a second position; 

[claim 18 (from 17)] wherein the first position is any position in the range between 
the closed position and ten degrees of rotation away from the closed position. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject 

matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions 

covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is 

advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and 

invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 

invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 

U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moser, pn 6,308,420 (hereafter Moser '420). 

Regarding claim 1 9, Moser '420 lacks: 

wherein the second position is any position in the range between the open 
position and ten degrees of rotation away from the closed position. 

However, it is respectfully submitted that to provide such a range would be the 
mere discovery of the optimum or workable conditions of the prior art by routine 
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experimentation, based on the desired characteristics, and therefore obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art. 

Regarding claim 20, Moser '420 lacks: 

wherein the spring comprises a pair of spring arms. However, it would have been 
an obvious matter of design choice to provide such a spring configuration since 
applicant has not disclosed that having a pair of spring arms solves any stated problem 
of is for any particular purpose, and it appears that the spring of Moser '420 would 
perform equally well using either configuration. 

Further, Moser '420 lacks each of the spring arms being approximately half the 
width of the blade. However, it is respectfully submitted that to provide a spring or spring 
arms having such a width would be the mere discovery of the optimum or workable 
conditions of the prior art by routine experimentation and therefore obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art. 

8. Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Seber et al., pn 5,765,247. 

Regarding claim 19, Seber et al. lacks: 

wherein the second position is any position in the range between the open 
position and ten degrees of rotation away from the closed position. 

However, it is respectfully submitted that to provide such a range would be the 
mere discovery of the optimum or workable conditions of the prior art by routine 
experimentation, based on the desired characteristics, and therefore obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art. 
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Regarding claim 20, Seber et al. lacks: 

wherein the spring comprises a pair of spring arms. However, it would have been 
an obvious matter of design choice to provide such a spring configuration since 
applicant has not disclosed that having a pair of spring arms solves any stated problem 
of is for any particular purpose, and it appears that the spring of Seber would perform 
equally well using either configuration. 

Further, Seber lacks each of the spring arms being approximately half the width 
of the blade. However, it is respectfully submitted that to provide a spring or spring arms 
having such a width would be the mere discovery of the optimum or workable conditions 
of the prior art by routine experimentation and therefore obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art. 

9. Claims 6 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Seber et al., pn 5,765,247. 
Seber lacks: 

[claim 6 (from 5)], [claim 16 (from 15)] wherein the unlocking mechanism is an 
unlocking latch. However, the use of latches to operate such unlocking mechanisms is 
old and well known in the art and provides various well known benefits including a 
desired structural configuration that provides desired mechanical advantages, or to 
provide an inexpensive, durable element that is replaceable to protect the other 
components of the device, or to provide a safety mechanism to reduce the possibility of 
accidentally opening and/or closing the blade. Various examples of the use of such 
latches exist. Friedman provides one example of a safety latch. Therefore, it would have 
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been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to provide such a latch on the device 
of Seber et al. including to gain the well known benefits such as those described above. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clark F. Dexter whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4505. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays, Tuesdays, Thursdays and 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer D. Ashley can be reached on (571 )272-4502. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1600. 
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